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A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
7/28/2006 has been entered. 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 42-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 

The originally filed specification fails to teach or suggest the bottom end of the 
wall which separates the at least two dispersing chamber is narrow or narrower than the 
distance between the outlet orifices. 

The recitation that the bottom end of the wall is narrow than a distance between 
the outlet orifices presents new matter since "the bottom end of the wall" reads on that 
portion of the wall which begins immediately after the width starts to narrow and the 
width of the wall immediately after the width of the wall starts to narrow has a width 
which is wider than the distance between the outlet orifices. 
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The originally filed specification fails to teach or suggest the cross-sectional area 
of the at least one dispersing chamber proximate the inlet port is smaller than the cross- 
sectional area of the at least one dispersing chamber proximate the outlet orifices. 

If applicant disagrees, then he/she needs to support in the specification and/or 
drawings. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 47 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 47 is confusing due to a grammatical error. It is suggested that applicant at 
line 2 of claim 47 delete "narrow" and insert - narrower -. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
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the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 42, 44 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Choi 5,891,482. 

Choi teaches a multiple orifice applicator system as shown in Figure 4 
comprising: applicator body having an inlet port which includes inlet 12; a detachable 
applicator plate 19 coupled to the applicator body, the applicator plate having a plurality 
of outlet orifices configured to dispense fluid material onto the work piece; and at least 
one dispersing chamber which includes elements 1 1 and 11' provides a fluid flow path 
between the inlet port and at least two or more of the plurality of outlet orifices 32, 
wherein the cross-sectional area of the at least one dispersing chamber approximate 
the inlet port is smaller than smaller than the cross-sectional area of the at least one 
dispersing chamber approximate the outlet orifices as clearly shown in Figure 4, 
wherein the at least one dispersing chamber is partially disposed within the applicator 
plate and partially disposed in the applicator body. Choi multiple orifice applicator is 
capable of the end use of applying the fluid material to the workpiece since it teaches 
every claimed element of the apparatus. Note it has been held that a recitation with 
respect to the manner in which a claimed apparatus is intended to be employed does 
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not differentiate the claimed apparatus from a prior art apparatus satisfying the claimed 
structural limitations. Ex parte Masham, 2 USPQ 2d 1647 (1987). "[Apparatus claims 
cover what a device is, not what a device does." Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Bausch & 
Lomb Inc., 909 F.2d 1464, 1469, 15 USPQ2d 1525, 1528 (Fed. Cir. 1990). Thus Choi 
teaches every positively claimed element of the apparatus as set forth in claim 42. With 
respect to claim 44, Choi et al shows his applicator includes a plurality of dispersing 
chambers. With respect to claim 50, Choi et al shows his dispersing chamber includes 
at least one terraced shoulder. 

Claims 42-43 and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Martin 3,259,938. 

Martin teaches a multiple orifice applicator as shown in Figure 2 comprising: 
applicator body having an inlet port 12; a detachable applicator plate 42 coupled to the 
applicator body, the applicator plate having a plurality of outlet orifices configured to 
dispense fluid material onto the work piece; and at least one dispersing chamber which 
includes element 16 provides a fluid flow path between the inlet port and at least two or 
more of the plurality of outlet orifices 44, wherein the cross-sectional area of the at least 
one dispersing chamber approximate the inlet port is smaller than smaller than the 
cross-sectional area of the at least one dispersing chamber approximate the outlet 
orifices as clearly shown in Figure 4, wherein the at least one dispersing chamber is 
partially disposed within the applicator plate and partially disposed in the applicator 
body. Martin multiple orifice applicator is capable of the end use of applying the fluid 
material to the workpiece since it teaches every claimed element of the apparatus. Note 
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it has been held that a recitation with respect to the manner in which a claimed 
apparatus is intended to be employed does not differentiate the claimed apparatus from 
a prior art apparatus satisfying the claimed structural limitations. Ex parte Masham, 2 
USPQ 2d 1647 (1987). "[Apparatus claims cover what a device is, not what a device 
does." Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Bausch & Lomb Inc., 909 F.2d 1464, 1469, 15 USPQ2d 
1525, 1528 (Fed. Cir. 1990). Thus Martin teaches every positively claimed element of 
the apparatus as set forth in claim 42. With respect to claim 43, Martin shows his 
applicator includes a groove around plurality of dispersing chambers and a sealing 
member 24 at least partially disposed in the groove and contacting the applicator plate. 
With respect to claim 50, Martin shows his dispersing chamber includes at least one 
terraced shoulder. 

Claim 52 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Choi 
5,891 ,482 in view of Uehara et al. 

Choi is applied for the reasons noted above. Choi fails to teach his system 
includes a mechanism for controlling the relative positioning of the applicator to the work 
piece. However, Uehara et al teaches the design of an applicator for applying fluid to a 
workpiece which includes a mechanism to move the applicator relative to the work 
piece. Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify the Choi apparatus by providing 
a mechanism to move the applicator relative to the work piece using a mechanical slide 
since Uehara et al shows mounting its applicator in such a manner for the obvious 
advantage of greater control of the coating process. 
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Claims 43,45 and 48-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Choi 5,891 ,482 in view of Martin 3,259,938. 

Choi is applied for the reasons noted above. Choi fails to teach the applicator 
body includes a groove that is disposed around the dispersing chamber and a seal 
member at least partially disposed in the groove and contacting the applicator plate or 
includes a groove that is disposed between or around and between the at least two 
dispersing chambers and a seal member at least partially disposed in the groove and 
contacting the applicator plate. However, as discussed above, Martin shows his 
applicator includes a groove around plurality of dispersing chambers and a sealing 
member 24 at least partially disposed in the groove and contacting the applicator plate. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to modify the Choi apparatus such that the 
applicator body includes a groove that is disposed around the dispersing chamber and a 
seal member constructed from a known material (elastomeric material) at least partially 
disposed in the groove and contacting the applicator plate or applicator boy includes a 
groove that is disposed between or around and between the at least two dispersing 
chambers and a seal member constructed from a known material (elastomeric material) 
at least partially disposed in the groove and contacting the applicator plate since Martin 
shows arranging a groove with sealing member therein around a dispersing chamber 
and with the sealing member in contact with the applicator plate for the obvious reason 
to prevent leakage of fluid therebetween and further obvious in the modified Choi 
system to construct the sealing member from a conventional sealing material, an 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/709,1 1 9 Page 8 

Art Unit: 1734 

elastomer, for the known advantages of such a material - increase life of the sealing 
member due to its flexibility. 

Claim 49 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Choi 
5,891 ,482 in view of Martin 3,259,938 and, if necessary, Ziecker et al. 

Choi and Martin are applied for the reasons noted above. Choi and Martin fails 
to teach a seal which is an elastomeric seal that is disposed about the dispersing 
chamber. However, Ziecker et al teaches arranging elastomeric seals about openings 
and between mated surfaces of an applicator in order to prevent leakage of fluid there 
between. Ziecker et al teaches arranging elastomeric seals in grooves within the mated 
surfaces. Therefore, it would have been obvious in the modified Choi system to 
construct the sealing member from a conventional sealing material, an elastomer, and 
,if necessary, is taught Ziecker et al for the known advantages of such a material - 
increase life of the sealing member due to its flexibility. 

Applicant's arguments filed 7/28/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant's argument that Choi fails to teach the cross-sectional area of the at 
least one dispersing chamber proximate the inlet port is smaller than the cross-sectional 
area of the at least one dispersing chamber proximate the outlet is found to be non- 
persuasive. Choi clearly teaches as shown by the combination of Figure 4 and Figure 2 
that the cross-sectional area of least one dispersing chamber proximate the inlet port is 
smaller than the cross-sectional area of the at least one dispersing chamber proximate 
the outlet orifices. 
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* 

Applicant's argument that Choi fails to teach the dispersing chamber is disposed 
partially in the applicator body and applicator plate is found to be non-persuasive since 
Choi teaches as shown in the combination of Figure 2 and Figure 4 that the dispersing 
chamber (elements 1 1 and 11") is defined therein by the nose section 19 which is 
attached to die body 7. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Brenda A. 
Lamb at telephone number (571) 272-1231 . The examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday and Wednesday thru Friday with alternate Wednesdays off. 




Brenda A Lamb 
Examiner 
Art Unit 1734 



